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SPECIAL MEETING OF THER OITY QOUNCIL:

Auatin, Xexas. Jsnuary 23, 1920,
The Council was called to order by the layor, Roll call showed the
,/1} y ’ following memberas present: Hayer Yett, Councilmen Alford, Grahoun, Haynes
QNI I 1

4;{22’, . ) and Ward, 5; absent, none,
2 e "”7—{""(7/- vy
The protest and appeal of B, N, Scarbrough and others from the
raise in values of the properties in their nomes was read, W, D, Hars, i
Attorney, and others anddressed the Council, |
The motion of Counocilman Haynes, seconded by Qounoiliman Grahan,

! that the petition be taken under advisement, onrried by the following

vote: Ayes, Mayor Yett, Councilmen Alfori, Oraham, Haynes and Ward, 5;
nays, none,

The Counoil then recessed,

SPECIAL MERTING OF THE COITY COUNCIL:
Austin, Texse, January 2, 1920, .

( The Council was called to order by the layor, RO11l ORll showed the
following members present: Mayor Yett, Councilmen Alfoerd, Graham, Haynes

and Vaxrd, 5; absent,none.
Councilman Haynes introduced the following resoclution:

WHEREAS, on November 28, 1919, E, i, Scarbrough, Alfred Smith,
Ernent Nalls, Ewell Nalle, N¥ras, Sallie Nalle, Edgar Nalle , Walter
Bremoend, E, C, Bartholomew for Mrs, Clara Davis, American National Bank,

E, P, Wilmot, Austih National Bank, State National Bank, J, 8ilverstein,
R., C. Roberdeau, J, H, Robinson, Jz,, Plerre Eremond, lrs. Augusta
Bremond, R, W, Shipp, May Robinson, Lewis Hancock, Thad A, Thomson,
T. W, Gregory, lrs, J, ¥, Cocke, Mr, Henry lLee Eorden, Mrs, H, C, Nall,
The Stelfox Company, L, J. Schneider, E, B, Robinson and Mrs, R, I,
Swearingen filed with the City Council the following instrument of

writing, towit:

“We respecotfully protest and appeal from the raise in values on the
property in our names; the values of which said property have been raised
by the Board of Equalization, and againet whioh raise we then and there
protested, We oconsmider the raise an arbitrary raise, without just ocause,
We do not believe the value of the property preseniod by us hnos unders=
gone & change in value which would warrant a raise, and we do not helieve
the raise Just, equitable or ocoming at a time when additional tax burdens
should be added to our already heavy durdens. We make this protest for
ourselves and our property and for those we represent'!; and

WHEREAS, said written appeal of said portieas was presented and
argued to the City Counoll by esaid poriies, in person and through their
attorney,W, N, Hart, on January 22, 1920, in the ocourse of which pre=
sentment and argument it was charged by said partiss that the Board of
Equalization had monde an arbitrary raise of ten percent on the values of
all properties siiLuated in the husiness district of the City of Austin,
without reference to the true values of said properties and not for the
purpose of accomplishing an equalization of values of sald property with
all other property situated within the City of Austin; and

WHEREAS, the members of the Board of Egqualization have infornmed
the City ®ouncil, that wherever the values of property had been raised

by them during their sessions that same was done for the purpose of
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equalising sald values with other property values gensrally, and it was
found, in the Judgnent of suid Board, that the values of the property
situnted within the business district were assessed too low to effect its
equalization with the other property of the City, and that, in its Jjudgment
all of said business property nhould be raised at least ten percent on the
sesseasments made by the respective owners thereof, in order to accomplish
such equalization; and

WHEREAS, the appeal of said parties hereinabove sat out does not
specifically state the thinges complained of and does not show by partiou-
lors vherein the values of the properties owned reapectively by the parties
signing naid appeal have not bveen equalized with other values in the city
and does not show ihat said properties have not been legally and equitably
asnessed according to the percentage of values gencrally observed by the
City Assensor and Collector in assessing other property in the City; and no
evidence hos been presented to the City Counoil, for the purpose of enavling
it tc determine the merits of the appeal of said parties respectively, in
80 far as pame would obtain in the cnse of each particular piece of property
but sald appeal has been had from o general action and policy of the Board
of Bqualization in raising all of the values of property situated in the
business district, without showing that such action was not warranted for
the purpose of equalizing said values wiili the values of property in the
City generally, and wiithout showing that the property of the oity generally
wos assessad too high, and without showing that any of said properties
eituated in the business dintrioct and owned by aaid parties has been assessed
at & higher percentage of their true values respectively than the percentage
of values observed by the City Assesnsor in meking assessmentis of city
property generally; and

WHEREAS, the report of the Board of Equalization for the year 1919
is now on tne table of the City Council foxr its approval and adoption, and
it will be necenssary to make such approval and adoption for the purpose of
determining the aggregate property valuations of the City of Austin before -
the annual budget for the year 1919 can be legally prepared and put in
force; and

VHEREAS, numbers of parties who own property situnted within the

business distriot of the City, the values of which were affected by the
general raise of the Board of Iqualization, have already paid their tuxes

for the year 1919; and
' WHEREAS, it has besn asocertained that the Board of Bqualization hae

made numerous raises of values in all portions of the City outside of the

buainess district; and
VHEREAS, no property in the City of Austin has been assessed at its

full value, as is permitted Dy law; and
WHEREAS, the appeal of the parties hereinabove named has been pree-

sented in such general terms, that same would require an entire review by
the Council of the action of the Board of Equalization, as contained in its
report, in order to intelligently and fairly determine the merits of said
appeal, and in order not to commit any injustice to other property holders

in the City, and if such action be taken by the City Council at tnis time
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same would oonsume such o length of time ns to seriously delay the
preparation and adoption of the City Budget beyond the time reaquired by the
City Charter; and if the City Council should revise the aotion of sald

T L

Toard of Equalization genernlly in ite raise of property values in the
buniness district, same would result in great confusion in the office of
the City Colleotor, in that the City Council, in justice and fairness,
must order the return of the proper proportion of texes to those parties
who have already paid same on property situated in the business diastrict
based upon such reductions as the City Council might order, and in addie
: tion thersto such action would in all probability result in disorimination
[ against many parties owning property outside of said business district; and
i WHEREAS, unless a specifioc appenl and showing to the dontrary is made
E before the City Counecil of any particular wherein the Board of Eﬁunliantion
é has erred in its Jjudgment, it is sound pelicy that its report must de :
approved generally; therefore
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF IHE CITY OF AUSTIN:
That no action be taken on the protest and appeal of the parties
hereinabove named at thias time, but that same be laid upon the table
subject to the conditions hereinafter set out, toe-wit: that the attorney

of the parties sizning said protest and appenl be notified by the City
Clerx that he mny no'amend snid protest and appeal 8o as to set out the
apecific properties involved and the things complained of, and that said
parties be given until January 29, 1920, in which to file and present said
amendment or amendments; and
BE 17 PURTHER RESOLVED :

Thnat it is the sense of the City Council that if any cnse involved
in such appeal shall show that the value of said property has not been
equalized with other values generally or that same hasm been assessed at a

greater percentage of value than is observed by the City Asseassor generally,

proper relief will be given in such case by revision of the action of the
Board of Bqualization thereon/
The above resolution was adopted by the following vote: Ayes,

Mayor Yett, Counoilmen Alford, Graham, Haynes and Ward, 5; nays, none,
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R . ' a7
4?’ ,f}’h%par Chief of Polioe, and i.rs, Frank Buchner, Polioce Matron, were read and
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